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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: original application filed 8/31/2000, and 
IDS filed 12/4/2000. 

2. Claims 1-36 are pending. Claims 1,9,16,20,28,35 and 36 are independent claims. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on 1 1/20/200. These drawings are accepted. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-15 and 20-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Humes U.S. Patent No. 5,996,011 filed 3/25/1997 issued 11/30/1999, in view of 
Mousseau et al (herein after Mousseau) U.S. Patent 6,477,529 Bl filed 12/6/1999 issued 
11/5/2002. 

In regard to independent claim 1, Humes teaches a method in a data processing system 
(Humes Abstract Lines 1-3 i.e. system and method for restricting access to data received by a 
computer) for modifying content of for a document (Humes Col 5 Line 26), the method 
comprising: receiving request (Humes Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) for modified content; 
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(Humes Col 5 Line 26) using a set of rules (Humes Col 5 Line 26 i.e. certain rules are met), 
wherein selected content in the document is removed (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) 

Humes does not specifically mention compressing the document However, Mousseau 
teaches compressing (Mousseau Col 4 Line 49). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Mousseau to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of compressing the document which will allow the user to read the document 
faster. 

In regard to dependent claim 2, Humes teaches wherein the document is a web page. 
(Humes Abstract Line 6) 

In regard to dependent claim 3, Humes teaches wherein the document is a hypertext 
markup language document. (Humes Col 7 Line 7) 

In regard to dependent claim 4, Humes teaches wherein the receiving step (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) performed in a server data processing system. (Humes Col 4 
Line 47) 

Humes does not specifically mention compressing the document However, Mousseau 
teaches compressing (Mousseau Col 4 Line 49). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Mousseau to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of compressing the document which will allow the user to read the document 
faster. 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Humes teaches wherein the receiving step (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) performed in a client data processing system. (Humes Col 4 
Line 49) 
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Humes does not specifically mention compressing the document However, Mousseau 
teaches compressing (Mousseau Col 4 Line 49). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Mousseau to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of compressing the document which will allow the user to read the document 
faster. 

In regard to dependent claim 6, Humes teaches wherein the set of rules (Humes Col 5 
Line 26 i.e. certain rules are met) includes rules to delete words. (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. 
filtered text) 

In regard to dependent claim 7, Humes teaches wherein the set of rules (Humes Col 5 
Line 26 i.e. certain rules are met) includes rules to include words. (Humes Col 7 Line 31) 

In regard to dependent claim 8, Humes teaches wherein the set of rules (Humes Col 5 
Line 26 i.e. certain rules are met) includes rules to replace words. (Humes Col 7 Line 49) 

In regard to independent claim 9, Humes teaches a method in a data processing system 
(Humes Abstract Lines 1-3) for altering content for a web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26) 
containing a set of words (Humes Col 3 Line 8 i.e. words), the method comprising: receiving a 
request (Humes Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) to alter the web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26); 
and reducing the set of words (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) in the web page (Humes 
Col 5 Line 26) to generate a modified web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26), wherein the set of words 
(Humes Col 3 Line 8 i.e. words) is reduced (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) using a set of 
rules (Humes Col 5 Line 26 i.e. certain rules are met), and wherein the set of word in the 
modified web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26) retains key words (Humes Col 5 Line 45 i.e. target 
word) allowing identification of the content of the web page. 
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In regard to dependent claims 10, 22 and 29, Claims 10, 22 and 29 reflect the same 
subject matter claimed in claim 3 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 11, Humes teaches wherein the receiving step (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) and the reducing step (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) 
are performed in a server data processing system. (Humes Col 4 Line 47) 

In regard to dependent claim 12, Humes teaches wherein the receiving step (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) and the reducing step (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) 
are performed in a client data processing system. (Humes Col 4 Line 49) 

In regard to dependent claims 13, 25 and 32, Claims 13, 25 and 32 reflect the same 
subject matter claimed in claim 6 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 14, 26 and 33, Claims 14, 26 and 33 reflect the same 
subject matter claimed in claim 7 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 15, 27 and 34, Claims 15, 27 and 34 reflect the same 
subject matter claimed in claim 8 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to independent claim 20, Claim 20 reflects similar subject matter as claimed 
in claim 1 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 21, Claim 21 reflects the same subject matter claimed in 
claim 2 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 23, Humes teaches wherein the receiving means (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) are located in a server data processing system. (Humes Col 4 
Line 47) 
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Humes does not specifically mention compressing the document However, Mousseau 
teaches compressing (Mousseau Col 4 Line 49). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Mousseau to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of compressing the document which will allow the user to read the document 
faster. 

In regard to dependent claim 24, Humes teaches wherein the receiving means (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) are located in a client data processing system. (Humes Col 4 
Line 49) 

Humes does not specifically mention compressing the document However, Mousseau 
teaches compressing (Mousseau Col 4 Line 49). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Mousseau to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of compressing the document which will allow the user to read the document 
faster. 

In regard to independent claim 28, Humes teaches a data processing system (Humes 
Abstract Lines 1-3) for altering content for a web page containing a set of words (Humes Col 5 
Line 26), the data processing system comprising: receiving means for receiving a request 
(Humes Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) to alter the web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26); and 
reducing means for reducing the set of words in the web page (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered 
text) to generate a modified web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26), wherein the set of words is 
reduced(Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) using a set of rules (Humes Col 5 Line 26 i.e. 
certain rules are met) and wherein the set of word in the modified web page retains key words 
allowing identification of the content of the web page. (Humes Col 5 Line 45 i.e. target word) 
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In regard to dependent claim 30, Humes teaches wherein the receiving means (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) and the reducing means (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered 
text) are located in a server data processing system. (Humes Col 4 Line 47) 

In regard to dependent claim 31, Humes teaches wherein the receiving means (Humes 
Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) and the reducing means (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered 
text) are located in a client data processing system. (Humes Col 4 Line 49) 

In regard to independent claim 35, Humes teaches a computer program product 
(Humes Col 4 Line 52-53) in a computer readable medium (Humes Col 4 Line 49) for use in a 
data processing system (Humes Abstract Lines 1-3) for modifying content of for a document 
(Humes Col 5 Line 26), the computer program product comprising: first instructions for 
receiving request (Humes Col 20 Line 23-37) for modified content (Humes Col 5 Line 26); and 
second instructions (Humes Col 20 Line 23-37) using a set of rules (Humes Col 5 Line 26 i.e. 
certain rules are met), wherein selected content in the document is removed (Humes Col 6 Line 
37 i.e. filtered text) to increase a speed at which a user can read the document. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Mousseau to Humes, providing Humes the benefit of compressing the 
document which will allow the user to read the document faster. 

In regard to independent claim 36, Huffman teaches a computer program product 
(Humes Col 4 Line 52-53) in a computer readable medium (Humes Col 4 Line 49) for use in a 
data processing system (Humes Abstract Lines 1-3) for modifying content of for a web page 
containing a set of words (Humes Col 5 Line 26), the computer program product comprising: 
first instructions (Humes Col 20 Line 23-37) for receiving a request (Humes Col 20 Line 23- 
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37) to alter the web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26); and second instructions (Humes Col 20 Line 
23-37) for reducing the set of words in the web page (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) to 
generate a modified web /?<age(Humes Col 5 Line 26), wherein the set of words is 
reduced(Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) using a set of rules (Humes Col 5 Line 26 i.e. 
certain rules are met)and wherein the set of word in the modified web page retains key words 
allowing identification of the content of the web page. (Humes Col 5 Line 45 i.e. target word) 

6. Claims 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Humes 
ILS. Patent No. 5,996,011 filed 3/25/1997 issued 11/30/1999, in view of Berstis et al. (herein 
after Berstis) U.S. Patent No. 6,510,458 filed 7/15/1999 issued 1/21/2003. 

In regard to independent claim 16, Humes teaches a method in a data processing 
system (Humes Abstract Lines 1-3 i.e. system and method for restricting access to data received 
by a computer) and a set of instructions (Humes Col 5 Line 26 i.e. certain rules are met); a 
receiving a request (Humes Abstract Line 3 i.e. data received) to alter a web page (Humes Col 5 
Line 26) and reduce the set of words in the web page (Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) to 
generate a modified web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26), wherein the set of words is reduced 
(Humes Col 6 Line 37 i.e. filtered text) using a set of rules (Humes Col 5 Line 26 i.e. certain 
rules are met), and wherein the set of word in the modified web page (Humes Col 5 Line 26) 
retains key words allowing identification of the content of the web page. (Humes Col 5 Line 45 
i.e. target word) 

Humes does not specifically teach of a bus system. However, Berstis teaches a bus 
system (Berstis Col 4 Line 40 i.e. system bus); a communications adapter connected to the bus, 
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(Berstis Col 4 Line 52-53) wherein the communications adapter provides for data transfer 
(Berstis Col 6 Line 11) to and from the data processing system; a memory (Berstis Col 4 Line 
40) connected to the bus system (Berstis Col 4 Line 52-53). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Berstis to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of adding a bus system to will allow in the transfer of data to filter out certain 
content. 

In regard to. independent claim 17, Berstis teaches wherein the bus system includes a 
primary bus and a secondary bus. (Berstis Figure 2) It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Berstis to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of adding a bus system to will allow in the transfer of data to filter out certain 
content. 

In regard to dependent claim 18, Berstis teaches wherein the processing unit comprises 
one processor. (Berstis Col 4 Line 39) It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to apply Berstis to Humes, providing Humes the benefit of 
adding a bus system to will allow in the transfer of data to filter out certain content. 

In regard to dependent claim 19, Berstis teaches wherein the processing unit comprises 
a plurality) of processors. (Berstis Col 4 Line 37-38) It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply Berstis to Humes, providing 
Humes the benefit of adding a bus system to will allow in the transfer of data to filter out certain 
content. 
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Conclusion 

7, The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Granik et al. US Patent No. 2002/0010757 Al issued 1-24-2002 

Kanevsky et al. US Patent No. 6,665,642 B2 issued 12-16-2003 

Mitchell US Patent No. 6,701,350 Bl issued 3-2-2004 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Londra C Burge whose telephone number is 703-305-8784. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 703-308-5186. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(703) 746-7239 (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or: 
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(703) 746-7240 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Or: 

(703) 746-7238 (for after-final communications) 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, VA, Fourth Floor (Receptionist). 



Londra C Burge 



3/5/04 




STEPHEN STRONG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



